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DETAILED ACTION 
Election/Restrictions 

Restriction to one of the following inventions is required under 35 U.S.C. 121: 

I. Claims 1-9, drawn to establishing a wireless session in a gaming network 
that tracks and monitors the data on the gaming network, classified in 
class 463, subclass 42. 

II. Claims 10-13, drawn to a system for establishing and communicating data 
over a wireless network, classified in class 370, subclass 310. 

III. Claims 14-20, drawn to a method for completing a transaction over a 
wireless network, classified in class 370, subclass 278. 

The inventions are distinct, each from the other because of the following reasons: 

Inventions I and II are related as combination and subcombination. Inventions in 
this relationship are distinct if it can be shown that (1) the combination as claimed does 
not require the particulars of the subcombination as claimed for patentability, and (2) 
that the subcombination has utility by itself or in other combinations (MPEP § 
806.05(c)). In the instant case, the combination as claimed does not require the 
particulars of the subcombination. The subcombination has separate utility such as any 
establishment or transfer of wireless data such as mobile communications or wireless 
Internet. 

Inventions I and III are related as combination and subcombination. Inventions in 
this relationship are distinct if it can be shown that (1) the combination as claimed does 
not require the particulars of the subcombination as claimed for patentability, and (2) 
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that the subcombination has utility by itself or in other combinations (MPEP § 
806.05(c)). In the instant case, the combination as claimed does not require the 
particulars of the subcombination. The subcombination has separate utility such as any 
transaction that is completed on a wireless network such as online purchases or mobile 
communications. 

Inventions II and II are related as combination and subcombination. Inventions in 
this relationship are distinct if it can be shown that (1) the combination as claimed does 
not require the particulars of the subcombination as claimed for patentability, and (2) 
that the subcombination has utility by itself or in other combinations (MPEP § 
806.05(c)). In the instant case, the combination as claimed does not require the 
particulars of the subcombination since establishing a wireless data over a wireless 
network does not particularly involve completing a transaction as defined in the claims. 
The subcombination has separate utility such as any transaction in a wireless 
environment such as downloading a file or object. 

The examiner has required restriction between combination and subcombination 
inventions. Where applicant elects a subcombination, and claims thereto are 
subsequently found allowable, any claim(s) depending from or otherwise requiring all 
the limitations of the allowable subcombination will be examined for patentability in 
accordance with 37 CFR 1.104. See MPEP § 821.04(a). Applicant is advised that if 
any claim presented in a continuation or divisional application is anticipated by, or 
includes all the limitations of, a claim that is allowable in the present application, such 
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claim may be subject to provisional statutory and/or nonstatutory double patenting 
rejections over the claims of the instant application. 

A phone call was placed to David P. Olynick on September 21, 2006 and election 
without traverse of group I, claims 1-9 was made. Claims 10-20 are withdrawn from 
further consideration pursuant to 37 CFR 1.142(b) as being drawn to a nonelected 
invention, there being no allowable generic or linking claim. Election was made without 
traverse in the phone call placed on September 21, 2006. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1-3 and 5-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Brosnan et al. (US Patent 6,682,423). 

Regarding claim 1, Brosnan teaches of a gaming network comprising a plurality 
of gaming machines, one or more information servers coupled to the plurality of gaming 
machines, the one or more information servers structured to store data related to the 
plurality of gaming machines and related to players of the gaming machines, and to 
generate data for use on the gaming machine (6: 15-46). The gaming network can use 
a wireless server coupled to the one or more information servers with a wireless 
receiver structured to couple to the secure wireless server and to create a data channel 
between the wireless server and the wireless receiver (10: 2-47). 
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Regarding claim 2, the wireless server is structured to create a session with the 
secure wireless receiver, where the session is created when a player inserts a player 
tracking card that communicated with the game server to execute the functions of player 
tracking (19: 30-57). In other embodiments a session is created when a gaming 
machine needs to be updated (20: 14-30). 

Regarding claim 3, the session is limited in duration since the session only lasts 
during the time the player is playing at the gaming machine (19: 30-57). 

Regarding claim 5, Brosnan teaches of a system for redeeming tickets 
comprising one or more information servers on a gaming network, the one or more 
information servers configured to store data related to past play of gaming machines 
and related to players of the gaming machines, and to generate data for use on the 
gaming network (19: 30-58). The data stored on the one or more information servers 
related to transactions previously memorialized by a ticket (18: 47-55). The system 
further includes a wireless server and receiver as described above. 

Regarding claim 6, the system includes a session detector, where the session 
detector is a card reader used to initiate a gaming session for a player (19: 30-45). 

Regarding claim 7, the system includes a ticket validator configured to determine 
if a particular ticket identifier correctly identifies a previously memorialized transaction 
(18: 18-27). 

Regarding claim 8, the ticket identifier correctly identifies a previously 
memorialized transaction (18: 18-27). The information servers are configured to then 
generate redemption data (18: 46-55). 
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Regarding claim 9, the system of Brosnan inherently includes information from 
the system for the data and time ticket redemption was redeemed. This is a necessary 
embodiment of any player tracking system so that system knows whether or not awards 
were redeemed so the player cannot receive the same reward twice. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 

USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 

obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Brosnan. 

While Brosnan does not explicitly teach of establishing a session only in certain 
time periods, it would be obvious for one skilled in the art to establish such a criteria in 
the invention of Brosnan. One reason this would be an obvious variation is for a 
session in which a gaming machine is to be updated. A criterion could be set that a 
gaming machine is only to be updated during non-peak hours so as to not interfere with 
potential play of the gaming machine. Other obvious variations of Brosnan would be to 
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establish a certain time period for a bonus pool or special variations of a particular 
game. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Alex Epshteyn whose telephone number is 571-272- 
5561 . The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8 - 4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Xuan Thai can be reached on 571-272-7147. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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